Frequently Acked Questione

How is IRWM different than what came before?

In general, IRWM involves looking at water management issues from a multitude of
perspectives as diverse stakeholders engage one another. That process can yield multi-
benefit projects that meet several entities” goals and objectives in a more cost effective
manner than each entity acting on its own. Previously, water management entities tended
to work with a narrow focus on their service area and primary function, sometimes com-
peting against similar efforts to resolve similar issues or advancing duplicative efforts.

Why s IRWM important to me? Why should I partictpate?

IRWM operates on the principle that each stakeholder holds a piece of the water manage-
ment solution for their region and that the best solutions require better communication
and understanding of regional issues than has previously occurred. The more partners
involved in an IRWM, the higher the potential for better water management solutions.

In addition to the IRWM grant, are there other sources to fund a project?
Yes, while recent State bond funding mea-
sures have provided a large amount of
grant funding specifically for IRWM plans
and implementation, there are other oppor-
tunities for projects. Various state grant
and loan programs, administered by DWR
and other state agencies, can provide fund-
ing, including: FloodSAFE, urban streams,
local groundwater assistance, stormwater
quality, rivers and parkways, and state re-
volving fund loans. Federal funding may
also be available for some types of projects.
Local financing will make up the largest portion of funding in many regions. The
IRWM plan should serve as a strategic investment plan for all sources of funding.

What's the current state of IRWM planning?

IRWM planning regions now cover approximately 82% of the area of the State, an
increase of 28% in five years. Planning regions include approximately 98% of the popu-
lation in California, an increase of 4% in five years. IRWM planning regions vary in size.
Some cover an entire hydrologic region of the State. In other hydrologic regions there
are multiple IRWM planning regions. The largest IRWM planning region is approxi-
mately 12.5 M acres and the smallest about 170,000 acres. The enclosed map presents
the current IRWM planning regions in the State.

What is the relationship between local planning and IRWM planning?

Local planning is important and will continue as not all water resource management
issues are regional in nature. In fact, sound local planning helps generate regional
issues and objectives that can benefit from integrated solutions.

What do people involved in IRWM planning regions say?

Opinions about IRWM vary, but there is broad agreement on some of the factors that

lead to successful implementation of the IRWM.

é IRWM efforts are long term.

& IRWM efforts yield unprecedented coordination and cooperation.

¢ One of the most valuable outcomes of IRWM eftorts are the relationships formed
between diverse stakeholders.

How does someone get involved?

DWR’s web site contains contact information for current IRWM efforts (see resources
section). If an IRWM effort does not currently exist in your area, you can begin to iden-
tify other water management entities in your area to begin the conversation or you can
contact one of DWR’s regional contacts to begin to connect to others in your area. ¢3

Benefite of IRWM

As indicated in the CWP Update 20009,
IRWM is a key initiative to ensuring reli-
able water supplies in the future. IRWM
helps communities and regions incorpo-
rate sustainable actions into their water
management efforts.

A main focus of IRWM planning is di-
versification of a region’s water portfolio
so that multiple resource management
strategies are employed in meeting fu-
ture water and water quality needs of all
sectors. This diversification should help
regions to better prepare to face an un-
certain future of water availability and
water use; while protecting and improv-
ing water quality and the environment.

As a key initiative in the CWP, IRWM is
a long term approach to water manage-
ment in California. As IRWM evolves,
DWR seeks to encourage planning ef-
forts that are collaborative and use broad

stakeholder participation to gain the in-
put that leads to diversity of water man-
agement strategies. Such planning ef-
forts can live well into the future beyond
current state funding incentives. 3

Contacte

For more information on Integrated
Regional Water Management, please
contact us at:

DWR_IRWM@water.ca.gov
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What ic IRWM?

Integrated Regional Water Management
(IRWM) is a collaborative effort to man-
age all aspects of water resources in a re-
gion. IRWM difters from traditional ap-
proaches to water resource management
by integrating all facets of water supply,
water quality, waste water treatment, and
flood and storm water management.

IRWM crosses jurisdictional, water-
shed, and political boundaries; involves
multiple agencies, stakeholders, indi-
viduals, and groups; and attempts to ad-
dress the issues and differing perspec-

Background

Although IRWM planning has roots
in integrated resource planning, recent
developments have caused a surge in
IRWM activity in California.

The Integrated Regional Water Man-
agement Act of 2002 (Senate Bill 1672,
Costa) amended the California Water
Code (CWC) to add §10530 to encour-
age local agencies to work cooperative-
ly to manage local and imported water
supplies to improve the quality, quan-
tity, and reliability of those supplies.
While this act provided the authority
for IRWM plans, it gave little guidance
or incentive for IRWM planning or
implementation.

In November 2002, California voters
passed Proposition 50, the Water Secu-
rity, Clean Drinking Water, Coastal and
Beach Protection Act of 2002, which
provided $500,000,000 (CWC §79560-
79565) to fund competitive grants for
projects consistent with an adopted
IRWM plan. The grant program was
run as a joint effort between the De-
partment of Water Resources (DWR)
and the State Water Resources Control
Board to provide both planning and im-
plementation grants to IRWM efforts.

egional

tives of all the entities involved through
mutually beneficial solutions.

IRWM is an example of integrated resource
planning, which began in the late 1980s in
the electric power industry as a compre-
hensive approach to resource management
and planning. When applied to water man-
agement, integrated resource planning is a
systems approach that explores the cause-
and-effect relationships between different
aspects of water resource management,
with an understanding that changes in the
management of one aspect of water re-

The incentive provided by this funding,
as well as the direction provided in grant
program guidelines, were major drivers
tor progress in IRWM over the last sev-
eral years.

In December 2005, DWR released the Cal-
ifornia Water Plan (CWP) Update, 2005,
which names the IRWM as a key initiative
to ensure reliable water supplies.

In November 2006, California voters
passed Proposition 84, the Safe Drinking
Water, Water Quality, and Supply, Flood
Control, River and Coastal Protection
Bond Act of 2006. Proposition 84 pro-
vides $1,000,000,000 for IRWM planning
and implementation. At the same time,
California voters also passed Proposition
1E, the Disaster Preparedness and Flood
Prevention Bond Act of 2006, which pro-
vides, among other actions, $300,000,000
for storm water projects that reduce flood
damage and are consistent with an IRWM
plan.

In October 2009, DWR released the CWP
Pre-Final Draft, Update 2009, which em-
phasizes the need for integrated regional
water management. As stated in the High-
lights volume, “IRWM provides a critical
framework for actions to address the un-

ancdgenent

sources can affect others. Because water re-
sources are often not confined to the bound-
aries of" a single water management agency,
a consensus-based, cross-jurisdictional, re-
gional approach provides an opportunity to
formulate comprehensive solutions to water
resource issues within a region.

The methods used in the IRWM include a
range of water resource management strat-
egies, which relate to water supply, water
quality, water use efficiency, operational
flexibility, and stewardship of land and nat-
ural resources. 3

certainties presented by climate change as
well as other risks to California’s water

future.” The first objective in the imple-
mentation chapter (Volume 1, Chapter 7)
is to promote, improve, and expand inte-
grated regional water management. (3
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Notes:

1) Hatch and Dot symbols are shown where there is a boundary overlap
2) Numbers shown are for reference purposes only and correspond to internal DWR RAP submittal identifications.
3) Region boundaries shown are those submitted by each applicant as part of the RAP submittal.
- RAP 2009 = ID Numbers 1 - 46
- RAP 2011 = ID Numbers 47 - 49
* Denotes Region is conditionally approved
ID No. 25 (Sacramento Valley) is no longer participating in the IRWM Grant Program and is no longer shown.

Recourcee

California Water Plan and Updates: http://www.waterplan.water.ca.gov/

IRWM Grant Program: http://www.water.ca.gov/irwm/

FloodSAFE: http://www.floodsafe. water.ca.gov/

Other DWR Grant programs: http://www.water.ca.gov/nav/nav.cfim?loc=t&id=103

State Water Board Financial Assistance: http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/grants_loans
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Region Acceptance Procecs

In 2009, DWR went through a Region Acceptance Pro-
cess (RAP) to accept regions into the IRWM Grant
Program. Fourty six regions submitted applications,
and after a thorough review and interview process,
DWR approved 36 regions, and conditionally approved
10 other regions. The map above shows those regions
that have been approved or conditionally approved
by DWR. The DWR IRWM web site contains more

specific information on the RAP. 3



